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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 7-18- 
2008 has been entered. 

In the amendment dated 6-23-2008, claim 13 was amended, and new claims 54 
and 55 presented. Claims 1-12, and 26-53 are cancelled, with claims 13-25 and 54-55 
presently in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 13-19, 22, 25, 54 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by GB 2 344 026 to Spicer. 

Regarding claim 13, Spicer discloses s measurement method using mobile 
probes comprising: 

providing a model of a physical variable, including one of (i) an environmental 
variable ('026, page 4, line 21 and page 6, line 17) and (ii) a user behavior variable, to a 
mobile measurement device; 
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making measurements of the modeled physical variable with said mobile 
measurement device ('026, page ('026, page 5, line 18 and page 6, line 16); 

evaluating, by said mobile measurement device, new measurements, using said 
model ('026, page 6, line 1 and page 6, line 19); and 

augmenting said model using said new measurements ('026, page 6, line 7 and 
abstract, "use by both user and service provider" requires that ability condition was 
saved and made available to both user and service provider, thereby augmenting 
provided model). 

Regarding claim 14, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 13 wherein said model on said mobile measurement device is 
augmented ('026, page 6, line 7 and abstract, "use by both user and service provider" 
requires that ability condition was saved and made available to the model in the mobile 
device, thereby augmenting the model). 

Regarding claim 15, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 13 wherein a model in a measurement system that provided said model 
to said mobile measurement device is augmented ('026, page 6, line 7 and abstract, 
"use by both user and service provider" requires that ability condition was saved and 
made available to the service provider, thereby augmenting the service provider model 
model). 
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Regarding claim 16, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 13 wherein said model provided to said mobile measurement device 
comprises a portion of a central measurement system model ('026, page 4, line 22, and 
page 6, line 17). 

Regarding claim 17, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 1 3 wherein said evaluating further comprises determining if the new 
measurements reinforce said model, and said augmenting comprises noting said 
reinforcement in said model ('026, page 6, lines 1-12, storage of "ability" condition 
resulting from comparison, positive comparison results are interpreted as reinforcing the 
model). 

Regarding claim 18, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 13 wherein said evaluating further comprises determining if the new 
measurements detract from said model ('026, page 6, lines 1-12, storage of "ability" 
condition resulting from comparison, negative comparison results are interpreted as 
detracting from the model). 

Regarding claim 19, and in view of the rejection of claim 18, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 18 wherein said evaluating further comprises evaluating the accuracy 
of a detracting measurement ('026, page 6, line 19, determination of confidence). 
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Regarding claim 22, and in view of the rejection of claim 19, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 19 further comprising adding new measurements to said model when 
said new measurements improve said model ('026, page 6, line 7). 

Regarding claim 25, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 13 wherein said mobile measurement device comprises: 

communication capabilities for communicating said measurements and an 
augmented model to a measurement system ('026, page 6, line 7, results retrieved at 
later time by service provider requires communication capabilities); 

computational resources available for carrying out said evaluation; and 
measurement capability ('026, page 5, line 15, "processor 204"). 

Regarding claim 54, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 13, wherein the environmental variable includes one of a chemical 
variable, a toxin variable, a biological variable, a noise variable, and a radiation variable 
('026, page 4, line 21 and page 6, line 17). 

Regarding claim 55, and in view of the rejection of claim 13, Spicer discloses the 
method of claim 13, wherein the providing a model of a physical variable to a mobile 
measurement device includes providing the model over a geographical area ('026, page 
4, line 21 "signal strengths at a given position in a geographical area"). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 20-21, and 23-24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims, and to overcome other claim 
objections. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Claim 20 recites, "discarding faulty measurements". This feature, in combination 
with remaining claim limitations, overcomes the prior art of record. 

Claim 21 recites, "replacing existing measurements in said model with 
measurements that improve said model". This feature, in combination with remaining 
claim limitations, overcomes the prior art of record. 

Claim 23 recites, "said evaluating further comprises determining if data in said 
model for a location of a new measurement is sufficient, and adding said new 
measurement to said model in response to said model having insufficient data for said 
location of said new measurement". This feature, in combination with remaining claim 
limitations, overcomes the prior art of record. 

Claim 24 recites, "wherein said mobile measurement device is a wireless 
telephone, said variable is an RF field strength at a location and said model is a model 
of RF field strength for a geographical area". This feature, in combination with 
remaining claim limitations, overcomes the prior art of record. It is noted that Spicer 
discloses a system for confirming an ability of a user to receive a signal; however, in a 
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wireless telephone, the central facility is always aware of communication with remote 
devices. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6-23-2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Regarding claim 13 and dependent claims, applicant argues that Spicer 
does not disclose user behavior variables, however, this limitation in the claim is present 
in the alternative with an environmental variable. An environmental variable is 
interpreted as a variable present in the environment, and this would include the signal 
strength that is measured at geographical locations, as disclosed by Spicer and 
described in the rejection above. 

Regarding claim 54, applicant argues that Spicer does not disclose a radiation 
variable, Spicer measures a signal strength, which is a measure of RF radiation. 

Regarding claim 55, applicant argues that Spicer does not disclose a 
geographical area; however, this is explicitly disclosed at page 4, line 25 of Spicer. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen J. Cherry whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2272. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on (571 ) 272-2269. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Bryan Bui/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2863 



